REMARKS 

This Amendment ("Amendment") is in response to the March 1:1 2007 Office 
Action f Office Action"). Claims 1-33, 39-57, 63-65. 68-78, and 80-90 ere pending; 
claims 34-38 and 66-0 < v e w\ ^ > m ^ ^ - , *h "aw " * ens 

deration, as non-elected group I!; da - : d retted to methc 
measuring enzymatic achwtyr were previously withdrawn trom consideration., as nom 
elected group lit Claims 34-38, .68-62, 66-6? and 79 have been cancelled. 

Applicants thank the Examiner for an Examiner Interview on April 26, 2607, 
Present at the teleconference were Dieter Klaubert, Tom McBride, Examiner Gitomer 
and the umlersscned. Alter discussion of a proposed amended claws it was ay reed 
to submit an amendment in the form of an RCE. 

SUPPORT 

Amende 

Claims 1-33 s8 74 and 8< wm \ »xam lec ( a y>$ > 

10-12 15. 16. 19 33, 88-74, and 84 are amended. Support for the amendments is 
i hroughout the specification jndc iw p fo example at page 19 lines 15 18 
* N v N s o >■ ^ ^ \ ^m 

n * d each was m ted 

into claims 15 and 19 for clarity. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS 
C lims *3 58 4 and 79-90 stand refected trader 35 U.S-.C. § 102 (b) as 
being anticipated by each of Sakaki and Mltani. Claims 1-33, 68-74 and 79-90 stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph as being indefinite. Applicants 
respocsuily assert that the claims are not anticipated, that all ot the claims comply 
with 35 U.S.C. 1 112, second paragraph, and all of the claims are allowable. 

dB--74 and 79-90 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 112, second 
paragraph, as allegedly owes indefinite for falling to particularly point out and 
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DO? ' ' *' ^ 

jgards as the m Mk 1 
t \ v * ^ , * ^ ^ r ^ ^ v \ ^ s „ o 

independently a protecting group that is removable by an enzyme wherein the 
enzyme ^ a > rsv > phosphatase" does not define the R gi ■ 5 to an extent 
that one would know the metes and bounds of the claim. 

Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. However, out of expediency, 
claims 1, 6, 10. 16 have been amended to recite that Ito' together with the oxygen 
atom to which it is attached Is an ester o< c * " As such, one 

know the n es and be is R s R ta a i 

\ v \ N otectsng group." Protecting groups are well known 

\ v * cation, for example, cites at page 17, lines 11 -12, 
the book "Protoctive Omups in Organic SyntPesis ' Eds Gieene, VVuts; John Wiley 
and Sons, Mew York. 1991. 

&pp!ica? ts c a claims meet the requirements of 35 

U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, and reqoest that the reiecflon toe withdrawn, 



Claims 1-33, 68-74 and 79-90 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as 
being anticipated by each of Sakaks and V > The Office action states that each 
v Os ^ \ s v ^ ^ 

respectfully traverse this rejection for the reasons presented in the February ?, 2007 
Office action response. In shod, no ester is present in the compounds ot Oaiode and 
Mifani 

A>. new^ 

together with the oxygen atom to which It Is attached is an ester or an acyloxymethyi 
ether." Neknei Sakaki; nor blitam teach an adyoxymethyl ether. Neither Sakakil nor 
mani leach an eater. As such, Applicants respectfully assert that the claims are not 
anticipated by Sakaki or Mitani, and request that the refection be withdrawn. 
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M®¥ 7, 290? 

CONCLUSION 

Applicants believe that pending claims 1-33, 68-74, and 80-90 are patentable. 
Applicants respectfully mmt that the Examiner grant early allowance of this 
application. The Examiner is invHed to contact the undersigned agent for the 
applicants via telephone If such communication would expedite this s 



Lisa y. Seanev, Ph.D. 

? >l atlon No, 58,246 
Agent for Applicants 



BRINKS HOFER GiLSON & UONE 
P.O. BOX 10395 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60610 
(312) 321 4.200 
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